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455,174 members, about 93 per cent, of the voters living in the
Territory. Its opponents, however, alleged that at least 30 per cent.
of the voters were really in favour of the status quo and that the
impressive demonstrations in favour of reunion and the overwhelm-
ing membership of the Deutsche Front were only kept up by an
elaborate system of intimidation originated and still largely carried
out by the Nazis themselves.1 Each group of houses or flats was put
under the supervision of a Nazi 'Blockwarte5 whose business it was
to preserve his neighbours from 'dangerous thoughts' and to see
that they were not behindhand in such matters as hanging out flags
or contributing to the Winter Relief Fund, while employers and land-
lords who were not themselves active members of the Deutsche Front
were forced to use their influence with their tenants and workpeople
on its behalf. Even the most peaceful methods of persuasion em-
ployed were of a kind to convince voters that the inevitable triumph
of the Deutsche Front would be followed up by reprisals against its
opponents. Partisans of the status quo also complained that they
were hindered in every possible way from taking part in the plebiscite
campaign; that it was almost impossible to hire a hall for an anti-
Nazi meeting, and that such meetings were often broken up and any
one attending them was liable to be blacklisted. Further they
alleged that the Nazis kept up a boycott of their press by intimidating
subscribers and newspaper sellers and by making local authorities
and commercial firms withdraw their notices and advertisements.
They also considered that their lives and property were endangered
by the threats and insults hurled at them both at home and in the
Reich, in broadcast speeches and in the gigantic open-air demonstra-
tions that were being held just across the frontier. It was alleged
that attempts had been made to assassinate Herr Max Braun, leader
of the Saar Social Democratic Party and of the Freiheitsfront, and
several of his supporters who ventured across the frontier were in
fact imprisoned, while others were kidnapped in the Territory itself.
At Homburg on the 22nd July, 1933, three persons, two of whom

1 Full details of this system of intimidation are given in petitions addressed
to the League Council by the Social Democratic Party of the Saar and the
Saarlandische Freiheitsfront on the 16th September, 1933, and the 6th January,
1934, and in a report from the Chairman of the Governing Commission of the
6th November, 1934. (Text in League of Nations Official Journal, January
1934, pp. 53-6, March 1934, pp. 325-34, and December 1934, pp. 1846-60).
Petitions were also submitted by the Deutsche Front and other 'reunionist'
organizations (see, for instance, League of Nations Official Journal, March 1934,
pp. 302-25; and October 1934, pp. 1217-27). It should, of course, be remem-
bered that either side drew up its petitions with an eye to their propaganda
value.